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It is our purpose that a copy of this tract be given to 
each Friends family in America. 

Orders for this purpose will be filled for a small dona- 
tion to cover actual expense. Other numbers of this 
series will socn follow by the same author. 
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We as Friends are at the parting of the ways. 

There are four alternatives: First we may con- 
tinue to stand still as we have been doing for years 
and not quite hold our own; or Second, we may turn 
with the small minority to Modernism and concen- 
trate our efforts upon Social Service; or Third, we 
may cast our lot with the large majority for Ortho- 
doxy and move on to heights in God’s plan; or 
' Fourth, we may cleave asunder and each group go 
its respective way alone. 

It is apparent that we cannot move ahead with 
the present impediment of disunity. The thought 
of separation is horrifying; but stagnation is worse. 
If, under the conditions then existing, a separation 
had not occurred in 1828 the unbelief of that time 
would have obliterated Quakerism. However there 
is a better way for us now, which I am attempting 
to point out. 

President Lincoln once said “this government 
cannot be maintained half slave and half free.”’ 
Jesus gave utterance to the working of the same law 
when He said, “A house divided against itself can- 
not stand.’’ When we see the extremes of belief 
among Friends and the consequent spirit of fear and 
lack of confidence in each other, we can no longer 
wonder that stagnation is the almost universal rule. 

Instead of the revival spirit spreading we see a 
spirit of deadness is gaining upon us and taking pos- 
session of fields which a short time ago were rich in 
evangelism. 

The real evangelist of the type which fifty 
years ago led us as a people out of the bondage of 
dead informality and into liberty in the Holy Ghost, 
is not the type generally desired today. 


Evangelism in the true sense has no place in the 
program of Modernism. “Evolution” is its slogan, 
and its process is self-improvement. Its devotees 
are the “children of Cain’? who expect God to ap- 
prove the fruit of their own doing in their attempt 
to ‘slough off the ape and tiger marks.” As a result 
we have many who are now in the cold embrace of 
spiritual death. They make beautiful corpses al- 
though the disagreeable odor is there. This condi- 
tion makes evangelistic work difficult—corpses cast 
i gloom upon what should be a happy birth cham- 
ber. 

Compromisers 


A natural outgrowth of this speculative policy 
is the common practice of compromising. Although 
the curse of God rests with consuming fury upon 
this sin, it is so easily practiced and so convenient as 
a temporary expedient that many professing Chris- 
tians resort to it as a means of harmony, not realiz- 
ing that it is a svecies of gross dishonesty. These 
compromisers still keep up the word and form for 
they have not forgotten how they acted in other 
days before the joy and unction and glory departed; 
they have known better days; they now, as ever in 
the past, constitute the most serious menace to the 
work of God; they hove been the counterpart of the 
true people of God through past history; they were 
the false prophets who spoke what the neople wish- 
ed to hear when the message of God through the 
true prophet was too severe; they were the Phari- 
sees in the days of Jesus and Paul; they were those 
who lighted the fagots or imprisoned God’s servants 
in the days of Luther and Fox; they are the “‘fence- 
riders” of today. 

The Compromiser is not a Modernist as yet, al- 
though he is on the road, but he is a tool of the Mod- 
ernist since he sides with him whenever an attack is 
made, and will vote to defend said Modernist and at 


the same time claim to hold orthodox views. To Holy 
Ghost people this course seems utterly unreasonable 
and inconsistent; they seem to get no clear leading . 
from the Lord, although generally prominent in the 
councils of the church. Compromisers are invariab- 
ly cowards; they fear lest they lose caste or their 
place of influence in the church. Without them Mod- 
ernists would find no support in the church and 
would be forced to retire or get converted. Wind- 
watchers and cloud-gazers never sow hence never 
reap. 

Would God we could arouse this class to a sense 
of their duty and the eternal responsibility they are 
assuming by thus defending the heresy which di- 
vides and paralizes and kills. 

Quakerism has never known a real advance 
without a keen straightforward message of saving 
grace founded upon a divinely Inspired Book and in 
the all-sufficient Atonement of Jesus through His 
shed blood. . 

Humanitarianism and Social Service are pro- 
perly the outgrowth and invariable concomitants of 
true evangelism. In other words the proper preach- 
ing of the gospel will always find the well being of 
humanity accompanying or immediately following 
as its natural fruitage. This was probably never 
more fully demonstrated than during the first fifty 
years of Quaker history, when unprecedented sacri- 
fices were made in behalf of those who were perse- 
cuted as well as for carrying the gospel of salvation 
to the multitudes in darkness. I am not unmindful, 
however, of the great sums of money raised and 
used for relief in Europe within the last decade; 
that however seems almost entirely confined to the 
humanitarian side, which many of us feel was a mis- 
take that an active gospel campaign was not carried 
out which the other made room for; however we rec- 
ognize now that the combination with those not of 
an evangelical cast rendered this impossible. 


Orthodox or Hicksite—Which? 


The attempt in some parts to unite the Ortho- 
dox and Hicksite branches into one as if there is no 
difference is to kelie George Fox and the martyr 
spirit which characterized him and his co-adjutors. 
The spirit of Hicksism never made a martyr or a true 
missionary or pointed a sin-sick soul to the Lamb of 
God, his only remedy. 


If the so-called orthodox Friends enter into this 
combination it proves that they are orthodox only 
in name, and their already diminishing numbers will 
sink into oblivion; they are moving toward a yawn- 
ing grave and not toward the rising sun. Let them 
take warning—dquicksands and death are just ahead. 
There are many morally excellent people among the 
Hicksites, although from a Bible standpoint and 
from a George Fox standpoint their scheme of sal- 
vation is insufficient. 

The only thing common to us and them is the 
name “Friends;’” and while we respect them end 
feel an abiding interest in them, we see no honest 
reason for their holding to this name or claiming to 
be followers of George Fox. 

I tell you frankly and thoughtfully that we 
have no real point in common, not even on the Peace 
question. Their final appeal is to the teaching of 
the New Testament, which we gladly accent as a 
true rule for human conduct; while George Fox gave 
supreme authority to these scriptures, he alwavs re- 
verted to that marvelous experience which God per- 
formed in his heart which he says “removed ail 02- 
ecasion for war.” This is the true Quaker position 
and the only ground for permanent peace. 

There is less similarity between us and Hick- 
sites than between us and Methodists or Baptists or 
Presbyterian or Congregationalists or Nazarenes or 
even Catholics. Why not then talk about union with 

some of these? When you hear anyone suggest un- 


ion with the Hicksites you may rest assured he needs 
to be examined for heart trouble. . 

Occasionally we are reminded by some sympa- 
thizer of this movement that there are many ortho- 
dox Friends in the Hicksite corral, which we trust is 
true; if so we would gladly exchange several of ours 
who are of Hicksite color for a much smaller number 
of theirs who can pass the gospel test. 

Let those who sympathize with this movement 
quietly withdraw and join with them and allow the 
rest of us to move on unhampered. It is this spirit 
which is feeding the fires of discord which, if per- 
sisted in, will finally end in another separation. To- 
day dark, ominous. clouds are gathering with warn- 
ing thunders, to which we do well to take heed lest 
we perish in the oncoming storm. 

Something will soon happen. One side or the 
other must surrender. Many of us will die rather 
than surrender to this spirit or allow it to triumph. 
We will stand where George Fox stood. We do not 
want a Modern Bible or a Modern Gospel; the “Old 
Rugged Cross” speaks the message which delights 
our hearts. 


““Modernism”’ Not Modern 


I have used the term ‘‘Modernism’”? when in 
reality there is no such thing; it is not modern. It 
was this same spirit which drove Adam and Eve 
from the Garden and has caused all the sorrow in 
the world since; it! nailed Jesus to the cross and now 
holds millions in chains of darkness. 


If our members who claim to be orthodox 
would rise in the strength of God and smite this 
slimy monster of unbelief, God would give us as a 
church a place of manifold power which today we 
are shorn of through complicity and through fear 
of those who are the leaders in the Five Years Meet- 
ing. 


Green, the author of that almost universally 
read book, ‘‘A Short History of the English People,’’ 
was for nine years a Unitarian Minister in the slums 
of London. He tried Ethical Culture and Social Ser- 
vice to uplift the people. At last he gave it all up 
with a broken heart and confessed “It is an utter 
failure. Men will go on drinking and gambling as 
before the Flood.’”’ Then he turned to the study of 
the history of the English people and gives this testi- 
mony to the Wesleys. He says, “‘There was no fail- 
ure there. The Methodists themselves was the least 
result of the Methodist revival. In the nation at 
large appeared a new moral enthusiasm whose 
power was seen in the disappearance of the pro- 
fligacy and the vileness that had invested all litera- 
ture. Yet a nobler result of the revival was the 
steady attempt which has never ceased from that 
day to remedy the awful evils and uplift the poor 
through the power of the Gospel of Christ.”’ 

This testimony should make us ashamed that 
we ever attempted to first correct the acts produced 
from an impure heart before applying the remedy 
for the impureness. But when the Divine Guide is 
dismissed we will turn to human leaders whom we 
count as wise and learned. An instantaneous revo- 
lution in the heart, produced by a spiritual birth 
which fills the soul with holy aspirations which it 
did not have before, is God’s way of correcting all 
evils to which humanity is exposed. Anything else 
operates only upon the surface and a lapse is sure 
and fatal, and is like a cheap nostrum which has the 
effect as an anesthetic—allays the consciousness of 
sin for a time but never reaches the seat of the dis- 
ease. 


Evolution Dangerous 
This thing we mis-call Modernism has many 


theories, the most worked of which at present is Evo- 
lution. It had its origin not by “‘spontaneous genera- 


tion but from a germ which the devil planted in the 
cesspool of agnosticism and it found a hiding place 
in the desolate wilderness of infidelity; but as it 
grew it went to college and assumed educational 
manners and has assayed to become nominally re- 
ligious for the sake of respectability and prestige. 

Its plan has ever been to discount God in the 
estimation of men; this alone reveals its author. 
More recently, for the purpose evidently of hiding 
its hoofs and horns, some of its leaders prefixed the 
word “Theistic” thus giving us “Theistic Evolution.” 
This sanctimoneous name gave it access to our Chris- 
tian schools and colleges and pulpits until its cham- 
pions are almost as common as “‘bobbed hair’ al- 
though by no means as harmless for it has already 
slain its multitudes. 


But why is it dangerous? 


FIRST, because it is unscriptural. I am aware 
that this will be controverted; nevertheless I assert 
that the idea of Theistic Evolution is not even sug- 
gested between the lids of the Bible. To be sure 
growth and development and improvement of spe- 
cies and the unfolding from seed to plant and 
flower and fruit but not a hint at the process which 
the true scientist calls Evolution. 


Growth and Creation do not mean the same in 
the Bible or any place else. 

The Hebrew word “BARA” _ translated 
“created”? means “‘created out of nothing.” 

The greatest Hebrew scholars of the last one 
hundred years agree upon this point. I could quote 
from Gesenius, Aben Ezra, Muhlau, Volck, Dillman, 
Delitzsch, Umbreit, Kalisch, Pagninus, Staib and 
Geikie. If these men do not know, pray tell us 
where does human authority rest? 

According to these great scholars the first 
verse of the Bible reads thus: 

“In the beginning God created out of nothing 


the heavens and the earth.” It does not say “‘He 
found an electrone or speck of protoplasm and grew 
a universe from it. ‘‘He spake and it was done. He 
commanded and it stood fast.’”’ ‘“‘He said let there 
be light and there was light.” “The visible was 
made out of the invisible.” Spontaneous Genera- 
tion sounds like nonsense when we think of such a 
God as is revealed in the Bible. God is still making 
things, but creation ceased six thousand years ago 
as far as material things are concerned, unless it be 
instances such as feeding the Five Thousand. 


It is impossible to make the idea of Jehovah as 
revealed in the Bible fit into any theory of Evolu- 
tion. If we must recast our theory of man’s making 
we must also recast our theory of the God who made 
him. Evolution and Miracles cannot exist together. 
Inflexible law and special interposition or suspen- 
sion of that law, cannot be the manner of operation 
of the same God. 

True Science and the plain teaching of the 
Bible never disagree. They cannot disagree if the 
Bible is inspired of God as we aver it to be. 


SECOND, it is dangerous because it is Unscien- 
tific, hence Untrue: 

Science, Philosophy and Religion may be illus- 
trated by three concentric circles. At the center is 
Man—God’s masterpiece and final work of creation. 


These are God-ordained and God-enveloped. 
They embody all man’s relationships to God and to 
the universe. The inner and smaller circle about 
man is Science; the next larger is Philosophy; while 
the outer represents Religion. Science is largely 
confined to that which can be known and demon- 
strated through the physical senses; and no true 
scientist will ask that his theory be accepted until it 
is demonstrated and proven true. But Evolution 
leaps over all such barriers “like a mad bull in a 
china shop,” bellows and charges and smashes in 


its fanatical fury, leaving fragile souls faith- 
wrecked and lifeless. 


No man of God, who is a true scientist, has ever 
claimed that any theory of Evolution is scientific, 
Since nothing is really scientific until it has passed 
beyond the hypothetical stage and has become a 
proven fact. This Evolution has not done and it is 
safe to say it never will. 


Philosophy, which is represented by the second 
circle, goes into the depths beyond science and deals 
largely in the mental realm where speculation, un- 
less curbed by Godly faith, often plays a large part. 
The element of uncertainty finds here a wide field 
in which to revel; nevertheless there are indisput- 
able facts upon which the structure of Philosophy 
rests where guesses and hypotheses may never place 
their feet. 


Religion as revealed in the Bible, which is rep- 
resented by the third and outer circle, carries the 
soul out into a fathomless realm beyond science or 
Philosophy—out where alone dwells the God of our 
Salvation—the God of the Bible and Science and 
Philosophy. With faith thus anchored in the Ever- 
living God, how foolish the demand that our faith 
shall finally be subjected to the ‘‘Laboratory Test.” 
Nothing is so sure as the answer to a living faith; 
and it is just such faith that is indispensible and 
fundamental to proper scientific study. 


The highways through any of the three spheres 
above mentioned are lined with wrecked theories 
which living facts have overtaken and demolished. 
Fanaticism has found more victims in the realm of 
religion than elsewhere since religion is universal 
with men and here their deepest’ emotions exist. 
However it is by no means confined to religion. 

Fanaticism is activity based upon an assump- 
tion that a certain unprovable theory is true or it is 
a true theory carried beyond the place of its proper 


application. Whether it be in the realm of Science, 
Philosophy or Religion the end of such action is dis- 
astrous and often leads to the madhouse. Assump- 
tions will do for the professor in his research labora- 
tory, but they are dangerous to bring to the class 
room, and no judicious teacher will allow them 
there. 


Evolutionists themselves have shifted from cone 
demolished theory to another only to see that also 
go to pieces. First it was “Spontaneous Genera- 
tion” then ‘“‘Natural Selection” then ‘“‘The Mutation 
Theory” then ‘‘Germ-Plasm”’ then “Acquired Char- 
acters’ then ‘“‘Resident Force’; each in turn at- 
tempting to explain how this universe and man were 
developed from a speck of protoplasm. 


If God did not create it from nothing or if He 
made it from material, let someone tell us where he 
got the material from which He made it, and ac- 
cording to their theory is still making worlds. 


The late Professor Virchow, who in his day was 
unsurpassed as a physiologist and “the foremost 
chemist on the globe,’’ was for a time a champion of 
Darwin’s and Haeckel’s views but in later years 
said, “It is all nonsense. It cannot be proved by 
seclence that man descended from the ape or from 
any other animal. Since the announcement of the 
theory, all real scientific knowledge has proceeded 
in the opposite direction.”’ Later he said again, ‘‘the 
attempt to find the transition from animal to man 
has ended in total failure. The middle link hag not 
been found and never will be.’’ Speaking of certain 
clubs or circles of evolutionists he called them 
“bibble companies.” , 

Of all the millions of fossils which have been un- 
earthed or from any organism now living there is 
not one iota of proof of the theory of Evolution. 

In spite of the hopelessness of ever proving this 
theory to be true, a number of so-called scientists in 


and around Los Angeles are watching with eagle 
eye and with their ear to the ground for evidence 
that another skeleton has been discovered, when 
they will hasten with all speed to examine if per- 
chance it could be that of their long lost ancestor— 
the ‘“‘missing link.”’ If these were ignorant negroes 
they would be laughed at for their fanaticism or ex- 
amined for their sanity. But just to think that these 
are college and university men and preachers. 


If they should perchance find a skeleton which 
should prove to belong halfway between man and 
monkey, they would no doubt call together all their 
sympathizing brethren to celebrate the happy find 
of the ancestral link. Of course proper courtesy 
would require that all the monkey family be invited 
for they are the same relation to this ancestor as 
these other fellows. 

One question might arise however to mar the 
harmony of such a gathering; and that is “which 
way was the ancestor headed when he died—man- 
ward or monkey-ward?” Everything hinges upon 
this as to which is ahead now if Evolution is true; 
however such a convention may not cause any im- 
mediate worry for the relatives seem to be abandon- 
ing hope of ever finding their ancestor. 


My THIRD reason for considering this theory 
dangerous is because it DESTROYS FAITH. This 
proves unmistakably that it is not of God. It is un- 
mistakably of pagan origin. Lucretius, an early 
Roman athiest, philosopher and poet gave vent in 
poetic fashion to the Atomistic Cosmology; which 
seed, although sown in fancy, found lodgment in 
waiting soil and has ever since cursed the earth. 

In 1859 Hudson Tuttle, an early spiritualist 
wrote “Arcana of Nature’ in which he stated that 
“Evolution is a revelation from the spirit world.” 
Since we are assured that there are two spirit worlds 
and since he did not state from which of these his 


information came, we concede that in all probability 
he told the truth without intending so to do. 

Huxley himself is quoted as saying ‘““The mod- 
ern doctrine of Evolution is but_an expression and 
completion of those physical theories which opened 
the history of speculation:” This of itself should 
cause all Christians to fear it as a pot of poison. Be- 
lief in Evolution and in divine revelation cannot re- 
side in the same human heart at the same time. 

For forty years I have been observing the career 
of young people. As an evangelist or pastor or 
teacher thousands have come under my special no- 
tice. 

With the bouyancy of youth and with spiritual 
vigor in the Holy Ghost, hundreds have marched 
forth to win souls and to see believers sanctified, or 
to preach and pray and suffer and die on the for- 
eign mission fields. Not one of these was a modern- 
ist; however many others who were once “‘in the 
fullness of the blessing of the gospel of Christ’ cast 
away that sweet confidence in the “Infallible Word” 
and accepted the modernists view from teachers of 
this “‘hope-so” hypothesis and they became void of 
unction and soul-winning power and are now deal- 
ing only in temporalities. Oh, the coldness, empty- 
ness, barrenness and deadness of these while they 
are apparently blind to the real condition. Even 
sinners turn from them with disgust. 

You teachers who dared to inject into them this 
damnable poison will some day see the enormity of 
your sin. God grant that it may not be too late to 
get your own soul saved and help if possible to get 
these young people back again upon the Rock. 

In many places education and social service 
have supplanted the altar service; and sin as a soul 
destroying product of the devil is only a “missing 
of the mark,” which must be overcome by the grad- 
ual process of “sloughing off.” 

Not a single great evangelist is an evolutionist; 


from the very nature of the case it is impossible 
that he could be. 

As the London Times, Literary Supplement 
says: “Scientists battling for evolution they have 
torn it to pieces; nothing is left, nothing at all on 
their own showing, save a few fragments strewn 
about the arena.” 

Why then shall we allow this foolish non- 
sense which will destroy the souls which imbibe it 
to be promulgated? 

This doctrine as propounded by Darwin and 
others in England, attracted the attention of some 
ambitious young scholars in Germany, where under 
the skillful hand of the brilliant Nietzsche, was de- 
veloped into that unholy philosophy which drove 
the Keiser, through false ambition, to project the 
mighty cataclysm of the world war. 

Let England drink her own bitter tears. Upon 
her own soil was born the monster which after being 
reared and trained by England’s enemy, returned 
and came near taking her life blood. This is an 
awful charge to lay at the door of any man or set 
of men, but the devil is none too good to suggest 
such a theory and many men seem to be willing to 
become tools to carry out almost any scheme. 


Modernism Dishonest 


Anyone who can avow his acceptance of and 
allegiance to the Richmond Declaration of Faith and 
at the same time approve the commonly accepted 
theories of Evolution and New Theology, has elas- 
ticity enough in his conscience to start a rubber fac- 
tory; and ought not to be allowed to run at large. 

Tom Paine was gentleman enough to train with 
the crowd to which he belonged by classifying him- 
self with the infidels. In other words he never Lae 

a sheepskin covering. 

Bible penknifers, miracle rejectors, God mini- 

fiers, man magnifiers, hell expungers and those with 


animal ancestors belong to another family alto- 
gether and have another religion and are on a road 
which leads to a different place than that which in- 
spired the activities and hopes of the martyrs and 
the early Friends. 

Orthodoxy is not something invented by some 
modern religious cranks. 

Its essential elements have never changed since 
man was created. 

Its method is to accept the teaching of the Bible 
at its simple, plain, unmistakable meaning without 
apology or mental reservation. 

Great scholarship is not needed in order to get 
an understanding of the Bible; its meaning is clear; 
it does not teach two theories about anything. 

Miracles and the supernatural are no hindrance 
to the believing soul; indeed they are the divine at- 
testations which develop spiritual sinew and cause 
the believer to undertake greater things; they are 
easy and natural when the soul has experienced the 
wondrous miracle of salvation. 

The idea of ‘Progressive Revelation” is not of 
God and is purposely misleading. Adam had a 
clearer idea of God than any Higher Critic that ever 
lived. 

New Theology is of man’s making and ends 
in ruin. 

The principles of Quakerism are of God and 
lead to God; hence New Theology and Quakersim 
can never be co-ordinated. 

Those who believe these unsound theories 
should go where they are wanted and if they are 
slow about going they should be helped to go. 

This unbelief is cutting the nerve of all our re- 
ligious activities. 

The amount of money flowing into the treasury 
of the Five Years Meeting should do two or three 
times what it is doing if the Holy Ghost had His way. 





One-fourth our number, if filled with the H« 
Ghost and with confidence in each other would ra 
more money and accomplish greater results than | 
are doing now. Much time and strength and mon 
are spent on home defense, which otherwise mig 
be used to send an army of invasion into so01 
heathen country. 


We are tired of this controversy, but we a 
not the cause any more than Elijah was the cau 
of the drouth in the days of the wicked king Ah: 


We did not bring it on, although our enemi: 
including the devil, call us “trouble makers’; hb 
let it be understood that this contention will nev 
cease as long as unsoundness is tolerated in o 
midst and the faith of our young people is bei 
destroyed. 

The thief, unbelief, has invaded our home, a 
we now serve notice upon him that from this tir 
on we will “shoot to kill’’; and unless he throws | 
his hands or quickly leaves the premises his tir 
is short. 

Holy brethren, partakers of the heavenly ca 
ine, put on the whole armor of God. It is ‘a go 
fight’ to the finish. There is no discharge till dea 
or until Jesus comes. 


We have borne long with unfulfilled promis 
that there would be a house-cleaning, only to 
mocked for our demand and leaders grow mc 
defiant. 

The Holy Ghost will never speak clearly to 
people who allow these things to go unrebuked r 
will He ever honor them with His presence in sanc 
fying power. 

The coming of the Lord draweth nigh and wh 
He comes it will be too late to mend wrongs or 
correct faith. 

The decisive hour has arrived. What shall 
the issue? 
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